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„ „ — is a large 

open square. At the nor tit end TT~T 
seven-story iexas School Book Da-~ 
Building. On the wes£ AAfr .- 
by Him Street, is a rrn.^ vy 

‘ rising sharply about 35 to 30 

met lo a picket fence, about 4 ! A feet 
high, behind which there Is a large 
c pen space crossed by railroad tracks 
and usee in part as a car park. On 
the south side there is a 
~z*f or bridge, used for r 
ana beneath which Him Street and 
two other roads converge and a ass. 
On the east side of the Pla^a {here 
are a number of high buildings at 
1 1 nght angle to the Book Depository 
\ 1 building so that any noises coming 
Up 0 ® i; gglsd is L-.e soaU At 

r vaifrrigteft car 



Tiverc is an often-quoted Latin tag 
whic.a reacs "Quod homines credere . 
vo:un:, id facile c refund' (what men \ ■ 
wish to believe they easily behove)./ 1 
Ir, his book on Ths Tichhorne Case : 
Lord Kaughhnrn, later Lord Chancol- 
iorj cited this to explain what he said 
were “beyond doubt the most cele- 
brated 'and perhaps the most i uter- 
es ring English trials of the last cue 
hundred years’* 1 believe that this 
Js equally true when applied to the 
urevius Ahum, and to the conspiracy 
stones of the Kennedy assassination 
written by Mark Lane and Edward 
Epstein, 

. I have described these as three fa- 
mous no axes because in each of them 
a row irresponsible men succeeded in y 
persuading a large number of oecple 
to accept stories which are unsup- ** 
ported by any credible evidence. (Pro- - 
lessor Gocdh&rfs accounts of the '* 
"‘iehbornc and Dreyfus affairs will -a?- | 
psar m a forthcoming issue of ‘ 
-e^iAu*)' veep.e behaved because ^ 
th^y wanted to believe. The cases are 
— a* re non and American which 
shows that human nature rends to be 
tne^sarr.e wherever we may- hud it. As 
is u dir.gj the American hoax is the 
greatest. 
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na^i gone aaour uaw :ect a number of 
shots rang out. The President was. 
wounded by one bullet and killed by 
another one. Governor Conn ally, who 
was sitting on- the jump seat imme- 
diately in front of the President, was 
wounded by a bullet that struck him 
in the back, exited from the front of 
his chest, struck his wrist and ended 
m his thigh. The President and the 
Governor were rushed to the Park- 
land Hospital where the President 
died. An hour kuer a man named 
Oswald was arrested in a cinema after 
| sheeting one of his cantors. Tw^Tum/T 
! ictar Cswaiu was un.ec ey'Dack Ruby 
while being transferred from one jail 
to another, 

A week L;er President Johnson ap- 
pointee a commission of investigation 
under the Chairmanship of Chief Jus- 
tine Warren, A. .function- was similar 
|to tr.at o: a Grand Jury. I: was to 
ma.:c a Kerr C or a Present'' --■ ' \ 
which uv/U - ^v/ho Iff 
v/as Mspousaue .or true assassina- 
tion, who had wounded the Governor, 
and whether the press and the ofhcials 



had acted properly. It was in no sense 
a trial court. If it bad found that there 
was a fellow conspirator, It would 
have been necessary for a Grand Jury 
to indict him by name before he 
could be tried in a regular court on 
a on urge of murder. This procedure 
could not, of course, be followed in 
Oswald's case because he was dead. 

When the Commission began its 
hearings Mark Lane, a New York 
iiiwysr, v/ho had practiced law for 12 
years, - demanded the right to appear 
as defense counsel for Oswald, having 
been appointed by Oswald's mother. 
The Commission refused on the 
ground that It was conducting an in- 
vestigation and not a trial. It stated, 
however, that he could present to the 
Commission any relevant evidence 
that it ought to consider. He did so 
on two occasions. Of the 552 wit- 
nesses who gave evidence, he was the 
cmy one who asked for public hear- 
ings. 

The basic conclusions in the Com- 
mission's Report were that (a) the 
shots which kill ad the President and 
wounded the Governor were fired 
from the sixth floor windows at the 
south-east corner of the Book Deposi- 
tory building, that (b) there Is no 
credible evidence that the shots were 
drad from any ocher location, and 
that (c) the shots were nred by Lee 
Harvey Oswald. Lane’s book Is 477 
pages long but it can be judged by its 
first 40 pages. That is enough. Lane 
disputes the first two conclusions on 
the ground that there was credible 
evidence that one or more shots were 
firea rrom the knoll, and that one or 
both of the shots that struck the Pres- 
ident hit him from In front so that 
there must have been two assassins. 
Concerning Oswalds guilt, he argues 
at great length that Oswald could not 
have shot so accurately, that the real 
assassin was someone else masquerad- 
ing as Oswald, that the ride found in 
the building did not belong to Os- 
wald, but if it did belong to Oswald 
ic was planted there by the Dallas 
police. An the rest of the book deal- 
ing with Mrs. Cdio, the fantastic story 
(Continued on next page) 
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a; Mrs* Purrin, the alleged meeting at 
'l'W CiuousA Quo of huby, Tippk 
mb YAiLriman, Together With the s\:g- 
gesteU murder by fite DalhuS police of 
possible witnesses is used to create 
♦suspicion without a shred of evidence 
to support it* 

Lane is mere precise when he says 
in r: 'ho conclude that teo credible 
e vi der.e e s u ggas is' th at shots came 
from any piece other than, the Boole 
Depository is to ignore the evidence 
of -Mercer, Bowers, ’Price, Hol- 
land, Deputy Constebte V/aitzmar*. and 
the railroad yardmen who spoke with 
Lkr,*"’ Later he ados James L. Sim- 

inipOts. Lane must hove l’etL sate h: as- - 

turning that hardly any of his Amort- *1 
can readers and none of his Bur ope an * 
ones would check his stories against 
the evidence that can bo found in the 
26 supplementary volumes published 
by the Commission. 

Miss Mercer w as one cf a number 
of other witnesses who after the a seas- ' 
si nation, thought that they Jiati scon 
someone carry what might nave been H 
a concealed ride. A green truck which ; I 
“looked like It had I or 2 wheels on 
the curb” of Elm Street blocked her 
way. She saw one of the two men in 
the truck Make out - from the truck 
wr.a: appeared to be a gun-case,” and 
then walk “up the grassy si ope.” When 
this incident occurred "there were 
three policemen standing talking near 
a motorcycle on the bridge . ait west 
or me.” In her sin davit Miss Mercer 
did not state at what time this hsn- 
pened, so Lane has added the words 
“early in the day” when reporting 
what she said* This was a necessary 
guess because later in the mo -dug 
him Street was patrolled by the police 
and There were people on the sidewalk 
who would have seen a man carrying 
a gun case, which thereafter disap- 
peared never to be found* The gun- 
man must therefore have been hang- 
ing about for nearly four hours be- 
fore the assassination took place. In 
his recent interview in Playboy Lane 
altera the time by saying that it hap- 
pened “Some time before the motor- 
cade reached the area.” Miss Mercer’s 
reference to the three police officers 
she thought were on the bridge has 
been altered to re a a : "Dallas police- 
men were standing a short distance 
away,Jmt they didn't move the track 
bn.” The point of Lane's comment 
was that this v/as evidence that the 
Dallas ponce were involved in the 
conspiracy, but 1: loses even tills pom: 

v/c realize that the police would, 
hare had to walk off the bridge, c.'mh 
a omkat fence, and then descend the 
knell before reaching the truck. Lane’s 
una: comment Is: “I have no: been 
able to find her (Miss Mercer). She’s 
r.o longer in Dallas.” I: is unfortunate 
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h Is era cicnt researchers have not 
. .^re successful* This must be 
the feeblest possible evidence on which 
to charge die Dallas podcc with com- 
plicity in the assassination. 

The next witness, Lee Bowers* v/as 
a tower man operating the switches 
and signals controlling ihe movement 
or trains* He had an uninterrupted 
view of the area back of the picket 
fence from, which Lane suggests that 
the shooting rook place. Yet, Bowers 
never saw a man currying a rifle- or 
doing any tiling suspicious* He was, 
however, able to note that three cars 
vd/ch entered the area bore Gold- 
wiUer uuuipLugn stickers, but the re le- 
vs nee of this is no i apparent as It Is 
not suggested that Senator Goldwater 
was involved in the assassination. 
Wnen Bowers gave evidence before 
the Commission, he stated that he first 
reaLued that therfc was "some unusual 
occurrence” because of something he 
"could not identify*” Ho could not 
have seen anything that was happening 
on Elm Street which is 30 to 40 fee: 
below the picket fence, so that it was 
probably the noise of people climbing 
the slope of which he was first aware. 
Lane's main point is that Bowers ‘was 
prepared to teii more to the Com- 
mission if he had not been interrupted 
by Joseph A. Bail, assistant Counsel to 
the Commission, who v/as questioning 
him. The record shows that Mr. Boll 
repeatedly asked Bowers whether he 
had mere to say, so that there L not 
the least substance in this point* When 
Dowers was interviewed by Lane 
himself two years later he said: "I 
v/as just going to tell that at the 
time the shots were fired, I locked 
a: the fence and saw a puff of smoke 
or ii ash of lignt, lust whan the shots 
were fired.” This is nonsense because 
a puff of smoke and a flash of light 
cannot be confused. Bowers was 
killed m an automobile accident six 
months ago which Lane regards as 
suspicious, but Bowers coald not 
have added anything to what he had 
already said. 

me third witness v/as Mr. J. C. 
Brice who was on the roof of the 
Terminal Annex Building across Dea- 
ley Plaza mors finan 150 yards from 
the picket fence* In his evidence to 
the Commission, he said: "I saw one 
man run towards the passenger cars 
on the railroad siding after the vol- 
ley of shots. . * . Ho had something 
m hi: hand, l couldn't oe -are but it 
may have been a headpiece." When, 
rwo years later, he was interviewed 
and filmed by Lane, his memory had 
improved. "He had on khaki trou- 
sers, a white shirt, and 1 think — I km 
pretty sure that fits hair was sandy 
and long. A man appearing about 
145 pounds in weight and nor too 



tall. I would say five (Let), six or 
seven. He v/as bare headed, and he 
v/:.s running very fast, which gave me 
the suspicion that he was doing the 
shooting, but I could be mistaken.” 
The man "was carrying something in 
his right hand which could have been 
a gun.” 

The meticulous precision of Price’s 
second- thought evidence illustrates the 
legal maxim that an over-precise wit- 
ness is usually telling an untruth. 

The fourth witness was G. iVL Hol- 
land, who was accompanied by a 
lawyer when he gave his evidence, 
and then had to retire to bed, He 
v/as on the overpass when the shots 
rang out. He had "no doubt about 
seeing a puff of smoke come cut 
from under those trees.” He also 
saw a station wagon j backed up .to- 
ward the fence, and it looked as if 
“someone stood up on the bumper 
to see over the fence.” It is aston- 
ishing that neither Bowers nor any- 
one else noticed this because a man 
standing cn a bumper and holding a 
rifle can hardly have failed to at- 
tract more attention than did a puff 
of smoke* 

ms fifth -witness was Constable 

S nowmWfitzmam He said he "ran 
northwest dire chan and scaled a 
fence towards where we though: the 
shots came from.” He me: a railroad 
employee who said he thought that 
"he had soon somebody throw some- I 
thing through a bush.” Weltzm.an / 
himself v/as not impressed by this, 
and rushed over to the Book Build- 
ing where he helped to find the as- 
sassination fine. 

Finally the reference to James L. 
Simmons is of special interest. He 
saw a motorcycle policeman drive up 
the grassy slope, jump off his motor- 
cycle and then run up the rest of . 
the hilL Simmons thought that he saw 
exhaust fumes of smoke. He advised 
that ir- his opinion the shots came 
from the direction or the Texas 
School Bock Depository. 

This is die whole of Lane’s so- - 
called direct evidence that there was 
another assassin shooting from the 
knoll* An English critic has summed 
■his up by saving: “The whole o: 
-one’s book is nothing but a pun of 
smoke.” 

Lane also argues that the item that 
ninety persons thought that the shots 
came from the knoli is convincing 
evidence that they came from there, 
but his own star witness. Bowers, tes- 
tified that he could no: distinguish 
between shots coming from the Beck 
Build: uj and from the overpass, be- 
cause "there is a reverberation which 
takes place from cither location.” 
Anyone who has been to the Grand 
Canyon or to St. Paul’s Cathedral in 
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Lg ndoi'i knows thu if you clap yocr 
hands together you canr.ot disdnauisn 
between that ar.d the echo which re- 
turns to you. Many of Lunch wit- 
nesses said that i’ll the scats came 
from the knoll, ' but this is obviously 
impossible as it has never been ques- 
tioned that Governor Con nail y was 
hit in the back, Even Lane has not 
been able to invent a story to answer 
that. , 

Lane's final point would seem to 
be a conclusive one. it is that as t no 
wound in the front of the Presidents 
neck w; r :; :tn entrance wound,, tLp 
bullet must have been fired cither 
from the, knoll or from the overpass. 

He says that: “Every doctor at Dal- 
las* Parkland Hospital who examined 
the wound in president Kennedy s 
throat and made a statement to the 
press on the day of the assassin at. on 
said the throat wound was an en- 
trance wound. That means the bullet 
entered from the front.” Vofc can 
judge Lane’s book by this because it 
is deliberately misleading. When the 
President was brought into the oper- 
ating room he had only a few min- 
utes. to live. In a last desperate ef- 
fort to keep him from choking ^ to 
death, Dr. Perry performed a trache- 
otomy operation^ — he cut a sin m . 
the throat so that a tube could be in- ■ 
sorted. Neither he nor any other doc- 
tor examined the wound to determine 
v/ noth or it was an entrance or an exit 
, wound because that was the las: thing : 
that' concerned them. It is, ot course, 
impossible to prove what tne exact 
words were that Du Perry used when ■ 
he was hurriedly interviewed by ms 
voss after he left the operating room, 
but he has repeated again a no again 
that all he could have said was teat 
the wound might have oseu ar. en- 
trance wound. Lane makes a sugges- 
tion, because he does not dare to make 
a. definite statement, mat all the doc- 
tors at the Parkland Hospital have 
been induced to alter their evidence. 
This is an attack on the good faith of 
the medical profession. Unfortunately 
the Parkland doctors cannot sue nun, 
for libel because the recent Supremo 
Court decision in I'hg New York 
Tlmzs v. Sullivan requires the proof 
of malice. Mr. Considina has said 
Ihui Lc.no is “flying high on Ken- 
nedy’s shroud” and Governor Con- 
nahy has called him "a scavenger,” 
but the desire to make money from 
a great, national tragedy cues not 
constitute malice. The uagusn law 
against sue a Loois is :ar s-U .etc* . ft ^r- 
haos someone will test it some cay. 

Dock 

Epstein’s book has been praised as 
being "scholarly, 1 * but It is an unusual 



iy oc of sc h ol a rs h i p be ca u sc rn os i ■ ^ u 
his more important noies are mislead- 
ing, and his quotations arc untrue. 

In* his an nek on the members c£ the 
Commission, he quotes verbatim from ■ 
interviews he held wuh seven or tue 
counsel in which they toici cun that 
the Commissioners "had no idea wnat ■ 
was happening,” “they did nothing/’ 
and that they were ^nothing more 
than figureheads." When I read these 
comments it struck me as odd that v 
lawyers should speak in these terms : 
of a Commission for which they had 
worked. I made enquiries and i found ? 
thaL each oi these quotations was re- 
pudiated as being false, Epstein had 
taken r.e written notes at the. time, 
and he failed to check with the per- , 
sous he had interviewed to see whether : 
his quotations were accurate even . 
when he bad promised to do so. 

What is worse Is that throughout ■ 
this book Epstein misquotes the evi- 
dence given by :hs witnesses so that ■ 
his so-called conclusions of fact are 
invalid. This is true of the two basic 
statements on wnich his whole attack 
on the Report is founded. 

His first statement is that “accord- . 
ing to the established facts, it was ; 
physically impossible for me assassi- 
nation rifle to have been fired twice - 
during the time period whan the ?resi- ■ 
dent and Governor CcrmaLy ware nm 
wounded. Either both men were hit 
by the same bullet, or there were two 
assassins." As authority for this he 
quotas Mr. Redlich, a counsel to the 
Commission, as follows: “To say that 
the President and the Governor were 
hit by separate bullets ;s synonymous 
' with saying mat there were two as- 
. suss ins.” This would seem, to be con- 
clusive until we find that Mr, Raul ion 
: has categorically repudiated that he 

I ever said this. It is clear that Red:: eh 
preferred the one busier theory, out 
ihis did not mean that he thought 
that the two bullet theory was “phys- 
ically Impossible.” On this jpeint Ar- 
' i nold Doe etc r has said that “The events 
of the "assassination jus; cannot be re- 
; dueed to mathematical certainty by 
use of a stop watch,” 

The second “fact” as stated by 
Epstein was that “other evidence arose 
which showed that it was not possl- 
■ hie that both men were .hit by the 
same bull (it.” To support this he 
. quoted from a supplemental Report 
made by the F.D.L which said: “Med- 
ian. examination c£ the President s 
body had revealed that the bullet 
which entered his back had pene- 
mated to a dbaar.ee of less than a 
finger length ” This again wo do 
. seem to be conclusive because, if the 
' bullet only penetrated three inches, 
then it could not have gone on and 
struck the Governor. The only weak- 



ness of Epsldr/s “fact” is that it is j 
commie to l y murae. Dr. Humes, woo t 
performed the autopsy, testified to 
the Commission that* “We were able 1 
to ascertain with absolute _ certainty 
that the a uS lot had passed by the ap:- 
c; 1 portion of the right lung produc- 
ing .he injury which we mentioned.” , 
Drum there the bullet on.eu from the 
front of the President’s neck. To ex- 
main this conflict Epstein suggest 
that the three surgeons were per- 
suaded for some unknown reason to 
gi-'c false evidence, but Is it not more 
p-obabk that the F.B.L made a slip 
:a iu Report: as die rvD.u iu/au ut> 
k no wl edged? 

Epstein concludes that as Oswald 
could not have fired the two bullets 
that hit the President and the Gov- 
ernor, and as a. single bullet cotad not 
have hit both of them, there must 
have been a second assassin. This Is 
a self-evident syllogism which even 
a moderately intelligent schoolboy 
would be able to understand. Why 
men did the Commissioners fail to 
recognize it? This, he says, was due 
to its “dominant purpose” to conceal 
-he facts. St was telling a "political 
truth” in its Report: in plain English 
i; was, according to him, telling a 
lie. 

Conclusion 

L Lane has made great play, es- 
pecial iy in Europe, o 1 the fact that 
' is majority of the American people 
: n rob ably believe that there was a 
conspiracy to assassinate the Fresi- 
• dent," but such a Gallup poll cannot 
orove anything except to at the peo- 
ple often believe nonsense. In the 
; Tlchbcrne and Dreyfus cases, which l 
. snail analyze in another issue of 
; TRIAL, vast majorities of people be- 
: lieved what they wished to believe 
; contrary to reason and a preponder- 
ance of the evidence. I am certain that 
In a short time most people will won- 
: cer why they ever believed in the Lane 
; xnt\ E dicin' V rv^airpcv unless District 
Attorney Garrison, now assisted by 
Lane, produces a miracle, it is not 
due to incompetence that in the past 
t w ee years the American newspaper 
. ...Griers have not been able to dis- 
cover a scintilla or new evidence to 
prove a conspiracy. Lane pores nopc- 
ruhy over old photographs only to fine. 
that the clues that he thought he a ad 
discovered do no; exist. 

2. In all the three cases it was 
suggested that important witnesses 
had been murdered although there 
was not a tittle ot evidence to sup- 
port this. In the Tiehbornc case it 
was the Dowager Lady Tichbome, 
in the Dreyfus ease it was Colonel 
| {Continued on next pa$e) 
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GOOD: I ART 
{Cfiftihituxl from pa^ii 51} 

2 ax to torr, v.mito in ;^,w*s book ana 
toncics h to u . a b e ,■ k as >te xd : I y rise n 
u> over 23. 3. L-ei uries Miss 'Dorothy 
Aug a den who- was thought to have 
dLd from natural causes ir. View Yoke 
City out flow see: us tc have boon 
pursued by ike Dali to police* 

3, ia ail the three insmnees new 
stories were inverted to bolster up a 
sagging case. In his Playboy inter™ 
view, Dune- was asked, “If ike Presi- 
de at was really killed by a conspiracy, 
wouldn’t the Kennedy* be the first to 
raise ii nubhe oh. tor y?” TTe answered 
dtot mey did dp so urn ’ T u politi- 
cal mo dve," This ii; a libel. Then he 
said: “Hugh Trevor-Roper (the Ox- 
ford history professor) published a 
roe] or attack on the Warren Corn- 
mission Report in the London Sun- 
day Timjs. He told me later he in™ 
already received a message from 
Senator Robert Kennedy saying, 
'Keep up the good workf ” 1 do not 
for a second believe thaf^ Senator 
Kennedy, for whom I have great re- 
spect, would- have sent such a con- 
temptible secret message* Zither 
Trevor-Roper or Lane must take re- 
sponsibility for a story that has re- 
ceived vvide circulation abroad: as 
an Out ord man l hope that it is Lane 
who invented it, 

4* In all the three cases an attempt 
to win by black mail ’ was tried and 
faded* The Tichborne claimant 
threatened to destroy the reputation 
of Kate Tlchbome by saying that he 
had seduced her, but she had the 
courage to stand up to him. In the 
Dreyfus Affair every o nicer in the 
army was threatened with ruin if he 
expressed the view that Dreyfus was 
innocent* Lane has now m his Playboy 
interview threatened President John- 
son with political ruin. He has said, 
“Of course, I don't believe President 
Johnson had anything ’to do with the 
assassination- — but until all the facts 
are known, X cannot base my disbe- 
lief on the evidence. President John- 
son. has a personal and edit: cal stake 
in c impeding these rumors once and 
to r a!:A I am certain 'that this hypo- 
critical warning will not influence the 
President to appoint a new Commis- 
sion* 

Lane concludes his book with the 
words: tof die Commission covered 
user v.hu shame, h a iso reflected 
sxurue or the Hederol . Government*” 
2 re history of other legal hoaxes has 
shown mat sooner or later shame will 
descend on those who have bento 
totoo w knots. I am confident that his- 
tory whl repeat itself again* u 



MARRIAGE 

) (Cot: turned from peg? 47) 

I into the inheritance of cor Iain familial - 
; diseases. If family counseling discloses ' 
: the need for special tests or chrome- ; 
\ somaS studies, both parties agree to : 
i have them performed before the mar- 
i riage so that tncy will be well in- 
i formed beforehand and not be \ 
\ shocked la tor on. 

. Husband and wife agree to treat \ 
I their marriage contract as a will, keep- ' 
ingHt up to date by frequent discats- ;- 
slon; e*y* on art annual basis tn ccle- ' 

| brute each wedding anniversary, * 
Codicils can be m'de * u.s new dr- j 
t curna fences require. This rc-examina- ; 
’ tion will promoto a feehng of partner- 1 
: ship so often lacking in marriage. . 
; By affixing them signatures below,, ; 
| the prospective bride and groom ac- \ 
\ ecpf Ac conditions unequivocally, as 
stated and implied in their marriage 
3 contract, to take effect on the ante of ’ 

; the ceremony; they solemnly agree to ' 
love, cherish and honor each other 
forever and promise to preserve their ; 
marriage ic the very best of their ! 
ability. 

Tills marriage contract will be 1 
\ signed before .wo witnesses and a ■ 
i 'notary public. 

| 3gaoss» 

! Some parties, having proceeded this ■ 

\ far in discussing and planning their 
1 marriage, may decide to forget it and * 
no*, go through with the wedding I This j 
decision is certainly better than to be i 
“left at the altar** or to have terrible ) 
misgivings while walking down the i 
aisle* Parents should encourage their * L 
children to make a marriage contract j 
for These reasons, lest they wind up j 
paying for a marriage and then a , 
d i vc rce* This sa v in g is the sublime . 
purpose of the marriage contract. 

The success of any marriage, just 
like that of any business, depends on ? 
the joy, happiness, health and finan- 
cial assets of the partners. Partners 
seldom go into business without a 
formal contract; by the same token, 
two people contemplating marriage 
should make a prenuptial contract* j 
Marriage ha s its price and so does : 
divorce, but in either case, lei the ■ 
price be right! Couples already mar- 
' ried. can enter into a post- marriage : - 
\ contract if they so desire* Better Into 
? than- never! 

I ?: '.ally, it must have been in the 
j public interest that hrst preachers and : 

: later doctors participated in the ■ 

: preparation and performance of the 
; marriage, ft is about tima for the law- 
yers lo get into the act with a m* nr- 
; riage contract in order to protect toe 

■ participants, their chi: a ton, and so- : 

■ ciety* A lawyer may be needed even- 

i toady — why not in the beginning? □ - 
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